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Albert Fleischmann, Werner Schmidt and Christian Stary
Subject orientation, as introduced in (Fleischmann et al. 2012), aims for contextual
design of socio-economic and socio-technical systems primarily from an interaction
perspective. The S-BPM (Subject-oriented Business Process Management) mod-
eling language reflects the trend towards semantic speciﬁcation and processing.
Although S-BPM is a domain-independent approach, each application is case-
sensitive, even when validated models can be executed automatically, thus enabling
seamless roundtrip engineering. Infrastructures, in terms of both organizational and
technical characteristics, such as project-like organization of work, service-oriented
architectures and cloud computing, need to be integrated along each life cycle.
While traditional approaches to modeling are mainly driven by functional and
hierarchical decomposition of value chains, S-BPM considers behavior primarily
emerging from the interaction between active system elements termed subjects,
based on behaviors encapsulated within the individual subjects. Particular bundles
of activities and their iterations enable adapted or novel organizational behavior,
becoming manifest in the various levels of organizational development. Each level
corresponds to a certain level of organizational maturity, and can be achieved either
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in a linear or a non-linear sequence of S-BPM activity bundles, as indicated in
Fig. 1.1.
Linear development (left part of the ﬁgure) corresponds to traditional life cycle
approaches to Business Process Management (BPM) (cf. Weske 2012): In order to
complete a phase each activity has to be executed, and needs to be completed at
least one time before entering the next life cycle (i.e., the next level in develop-
ment), even when there are cyclic activities within each life cycle, such as modeling
and validating models several times. The transition to the next BPM step is tradi-
tionally deﬁned by reaching a dedicated bundle of activities, mainly running and
monitoring. It allows observing running a business after modeling and embodying
processes into the operation, and before analyzing the effect of implemented pro-
cess changes. It corresponds to entering already the next BPM cycle, as indicated
when following the bold directed link to the upper level in the ﬁgure.
In the non-linear S-BPM approach (right part of the ﬁgure) reaching the next
step of organizational development is characterized by being able to switch to a
higher stage of development (displayed as the upper layer) from each of the
activities, as indicated in the ﬁgure through the bold directed arcs. The most typical
example is changing individual functional behavior while keeping the interaction
interface to other subjects. It allows improving the individual organization of work
on the fly.
However, its effects become evident on the organizational level through moni-






































Fig. 1.1 Patterns of organizational development driven by S-BPM
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emergence of organizational behavior resulting from individual functional behavior
modiﬁcation can be driven by several subjects, the results need to be evaluated
(monitoring and analyzing) on another level of organizational development than the
one where the changes actually occurred. The more an execution engine is inter-
twined with the activities of the life cycle, the more can direct effects of changes be
experienced and the more likely stakeholder changes lead to the next level of
organizational development. It accelerates organizational development.
When handling the S-BPM life cycle in a non-linear way, modeling has to be
considered one of the core activities, as models may serve as focal points for
improvements or for changes of the communication behavior before becoming
effective on the operational level. In S-BPM the organizational and subject-speciﬁc
levels and their interfaces are addressed in a consistent way. An organization is
represented in terms of interacting subjects speciﬁed in the S-BPM Interaction
Diagram. Outcome is generated through the exchange of business objects that are
processed by functions. Functions are performed by the involved subjects, and are
speciﬁed in the S-BPM Behavior Diagram.
In this way, S-BPM captures all essential aspects of BPM, namely the Who, the
What, the How, and the When. However, it is the communication-oriented way of
specifying organizational and stakeholder behavior that ensures coherence and
reducing complexity in change management. Hence, there are several ways of
applying S-BPM. Field studies, such as qualitative descriptive reporting, have
turned out useful for demonstrating the practicability of novel paradigms and the
state of affairs in the ﬁeld (cf. Senge et al. 1994). A ﬁeld study is generically a story.
It presents the concrete narrative detail of actual events. It has a plot, an exposition,
characters, and sometimes even dialogue. Each study focuses on an essential issue,
such as capturing exception handling in business through extending subject
behavior diagrams with non-routine behavior, as it is not only a description, but
also an analysis.
The authors of a case explain step-by-step how the story develops, and give
readers context in each step for the explanation and conclusion drawn. This con-
textualization also relates the happenings to the concepts or theories of S-BPM, in
particular how a certain framework, procedure, concept or feature can drive or
drives a case. Besides capturing the processes of data collection and analysis,
interventions or disruptions are listed, along with a strong attempt to make con-
nections between the data and the analysis (conclusions) evident. Since ﬁeld studies
tend to be exploratory, most end with implications for further study. Here, signif-
icant variables are identiﬁed that emerged in the course of the study, and lead to
suggesting S-BPM novelties. Implications for contextual factors, such as skills of
project participants, are helpful for conveying a complete picture of the case.
The ﬁeld studies could be clustered according to three main S-BPM themes:
• Business Operation Support documents approaches to the practical development
of S-BPM solutions in various application domains and organizational settings.
• Consultancy and Education Support provides cases helping to train S-BPM
modeling and knowledge acquisition for S-BPM life cycle iterations. It also
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refers to architecting S-BPM solutions for application cases based on experience
knowledge.
• Technical Execution Support comprises concepts for utilizing speciﬁc theories
and technologies for executing S-BPM models. It also refers to building refer-
ence models for certain settings in the ﬁeld.
In part I, Business Operation Support, in ﬁve ﬁeld studies S-BPM support is
addressed from practical cases, ranging from value-driven and strategic develop-
ment to implementing subject-oriented workflows.
• Matthias Lederer et al. report on interfacing strategic management with subject-
oriented processes in manufacturing. They demonstrate how strategic objectives
of an organization can be put in relation to operational S-BPM models, namely
using novel developed Strategy Process Matrices.
• Augl et al. demonstrate how to integrate S-BPM into organizational develop-
ment, in terms of acquiring work knowledge and bringing it to operation via
S-BPM models. They introduce Value Network Analysis as an intermediate
representation and processing technique for effective change.
• Sprogies et al. tell the story of how an IT service provider managed to establish
agile, flexible and transparent processes to meet customer needs. They address
the software deployment process as part of application lifecycle management by
following the various bundles of the S-BPM life cycle up to executing and
monitoring S-BPM models.
• Lothar Hübner documents how employees in the business departments can be
qualiﬁed to compile large and complex processes exemplifying the introduction
of an IT hardware service process. Besides the technical feasibility, the eco-
nomic impact of approaching such projects by S-BPM is demonstrated.
• Frank Lorbacher’s narrative concerns the design of an IT information archi-
tecture while taking into account an existing customer’s infrastructure. In the
ﬁeld study business processes could be consistently propagated to Enterprise
Resource Planning (ERP) functions for contract performance. Besides increasing
flexibility in process design, the time for billing cycles could be reduced, which
in turn influences worker satisfaction positively.
In part II, Consultancy and Education Support, six ﬁeld studies provide con-
ceptual inputs to design S-BPM projects, and utilize tools supporting modeling
intuitively, and thus, education on the fly.
• Harman et al. demonstrate how accurate process model elicitation can be
achieved while minimizing the effort of recognizing information items and
specifying processes. When walking through a 3D Virtual World relevant
information is marked and tagged to become part of S-BPM models. The proof
of concept has been evaluated involving S-BPM tool developers.
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• Fleischmann’s ﬁeld study concerns the usefulness and usability of the S-BPM
Buildbook. This modeling device is intended to be utilized by modeling novices
due to its intuitive design—it provides 3D notational elements and 3D speciﬁ-
cation support. Once a minimal set of rules is followed, consistent models can be
constructed and processed for execution. Several process surveys could be
completed successfully using this device.
• Christoph Piller’s case addresses the effectiveness of maintenance in production.
Guided by the Total Productive Management method for unplanned mainte-
nance tasks, he created a reference model for the corresponding business pro-
cess. It is available in the S-BPM notation and can be customized for different
application domains.
• Thomas Schaller et al. tackled role and right management in business process
management through S-BPM. Enriching S-BPM with role and right manage-
ment leads to highly contextualized process designs.
• Singer et al. combine S-BPM with modeling and implementing business rules.
They enhance the agility of workflows by incorporating decision making pro-
cedures. Using such transparent representations and coupling a rule engine to S-
BPM runtime tools, the transformation of a business towards a digital organi-
zation becomes more context-sensitive and straightforward.
• Udo Kannengießer describes a manufacturing scenario along a developers’
dialog, when agents are used for implementing subject-oriented process models.
Using computational agent technology requires speciﬁc mappings of subjects to
agents, and dedicated control mechanisms when executing subject behavior.
In part III, Technical Execution Support, three ﬁeld studies provide insights into
implementation requirements, taking an execution perspective on processes while
recognizing technological and/or organizational particularities.
• Harald Lerchner reminds us about the beneﬁts of a precise semantic speciﬁcation
in BPM, as semantic ambiguities encoded in process models could result in
unintended organizational effects throughout execution. Exploring the capabil-
ities of Abstract State Machines, S-BPM models can be interpreted in terms of
both their semantic precision and their automated execution. The developed
workflow engine serves as baseline and reference implementation for further
language and processing developments.
• Singer et al. report on testing Microsoft technologies and reflect on a platform
for modeling and executing business processes as interaction between actors. For
networking organizations the technology serves as a multi-enterprise business
process platform using cloud technology.
• Max Dirndorfer’s ﬁeld study supports organizations which intend to execute
S-BPM processes while running a standard ERP system. His story reveals not
only a strategy on how to tackle the implementation of an organization’s work
practice in S-BPM based on ERP system features, but also reports on setting up
and running the corresponding change management projects.
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From a methodological perspective, most of the authors followed a non-personal
style of presenting their stories, while two of them decided to present their case in a
dialog format, aiming to reach even the non-technical audience with implementa-
tion-relevant S-BPM issues.
Table 1.1 reflects the richness of stories when looking at the provided narratives
from different perspectives. It contains all ﬁeld studies clustered according to their
type of core support, thus ranging from Business Operation to Technical Execution
Support. The categories in the top row of the table allow a more detailed consid-
eration of each contribution:
• Application Domains reveal in what type of industry or area of work practice the
ﬁeld study stems from or can be applied.
• System Architecture/Tool Chain Issues refer to system components and their
interactions that turn out to be relevant when implementing communication-
oriented BPM.
• S-BPM Life Cycle Bundles provide insight into the scope of (S-)BPM activities
that have been tackled in the ﬁeld study.
• Methodological Developments revisit each contribution in terms of methods that
ﬁt the various cornerstones of the S-BPM methodology.
• Organizational Relevance indicates for practitioners the signiﬁcance of each
ﬁeld study to organizational development and change management.
Looking at the table, several patterns can be recognized on a ﬁrst glance, leading
to some reading recommendations once readers prefer certain semantic access
routes to the ﬁeld studies:
• S-BPM has been applied successfully in the service and production industries. It
seems to scale quite well for networking and bootstrapping.
• Legacy systems, such as Enterprise Resource Planning systems, can be
addressed in a variety of strategic and technical ways. Hence, S-BPM is not a
radical re-engineering approach. It rather can be aligned with existing infra-
structures and implementation approaches.
• Only few ﬁndings exist referring to the economic impact of S-BPM, although its
potential is revealed through constructive stakeholder engagement.
• The prominent role of modeling becomes evident when looking to the addressed
bundles of the life cycle and the baseline serving for acquisition (analysis) and
(direct) execution.
• Methodologically, pre-processing knowledge seems to be of vital interest, either
approached on the strategic level or addressed in the analysis or modeling phase.




































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Based on these ﬁndings the following chapter lists could serve as a quick ref-
erence for readers who want to jump to stories motivated by one of the topics listed:
S-BPM Methodology:
• For starters: 4, 7, 8, Appendix
• For experienced: 2, 3, 5, 6, 9–15
• For switchers from other approaches and transformers to S-BPM: 2–8, 10, 11,
12, 14, 15
S-BPM Application:
• Process industry: 2, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14
• Service industry: 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 15
• Hybrid industry: 2, 8
• Non-proﬁt organizations: 3
S-BPM Education and Capacity Development:
• Study programs: 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 15
• Learning environments: 4, 7, 8, 13
• Paradigmatic and systems thinking: 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 12
S-BPM Technology Highlights:
• Processing environments: 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15
• Conceptual and/or algorithmic breakthroughs: 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12
Finally, the Appendix provides all relevant aspects for grasping S-BPM mod-
eling and applying it based on fundamental examples. Its presentation format aims
to balance semantic precision and syntactic rigor. However, it should suit the needs
of both novices and experienced practitioners.
Open Access This chapter is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
Noncommercial License, which permits any noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.
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